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Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, (page 2-6) filed on March 14, 2005, with respect to claims 
1-41 under Nichani et al (U.S. patent 6,469,734) and Ito et al (U.S. Patent 6,088,468) 
have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been 
withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made 
on claims 1-41 on Diaz (U.S. Patent 5,992,094), and further in view of Conrad et al 
(U.S. Patent 5,465,115). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Diaz 
(U.S. Patent 5,992,094), and further in view of Conrad etal (U.S. Patent 5,465,115). 

With regarding to claim 1 , Diaz discloses monitoring at least a portion of the 
interior region of the area of interest for the object after the object breaches the border 
(see col. 18, lines 8-20, note that a person (area of interest) is in chamber, i.e., interior 
region, for detecting the object). 
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Diaz did not explicitly call of monitoring at least a portion of the border region of 
the area of interest for breach by an object. However, at the same field of endeavor, 
Conrad et al teach this feature (see col. 4, lines 33-39). At the time of invention was 
made it would have been obvious to an ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the 
teaching of Conrad et al image object monitoring process into Diaz's access control 
system. The suggestion/motivation doing so would have been to monitoring the people 
entering and exiting a traffic zone such as the entrance to the department store. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Conrad et al with Diaz to obtain the 
invention as specified in claim 1 . 

With regarding to claim 2, Diaz discloses ceasing monitor the interior region of 
the area or interest after the object leaves the area of interest (note that after the object 
passes through the camera, the camera continue monitoring the area see Fig. 1, item 
230); and continuing to monitor at least a portion of the border region of the area of 
interest after the object leaves the area of interest (broadly reads on detecting the 
chamber area see Fig. 1, item 10). 

With regarding to claim 3, Diaz discloses wherein the interior region of the area of 
interest is not monitored until the object no linger breaches the border region of the area 
of interest (see col. 5, lines 1-20). 

With regarding to claim 4, Diaz discloses continuing to monitor at least a portion 
of the border region to the area of interest while the interior region is being monitored 
(see col. 6, lines 19-30). 
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With regarding to claim 5, Diaz discloses further comprising the step of providing 
a safety output when the border region is breached by the object (see col. 10, lines 48- 
55). 

With regarding to claim 6, Diaz discloses wherein the safety output disables a 
piece of equipment located in the area of interest (see col. 10, lines41-56). 

With regarding to claim 7, Diaz discloses wherein the safety output sounds an 
alarm (see col. 18, lines 8-20). 

With regarding to claim 8, Diaz discloses wherein the border region comprises a 
continuous region (see Fig. 1 , item 8). 

With regarding to claim 9, Diaz discloses wherein the border region comprises an 
interrupted region (see col. 4, lines 33-38). 

With regarding to claim 10, Diaz discloses wherein the area of interest excludes 
a defined region from its interior (see col. 6, lines 10-14). 

Claim 1 1 similarly analyzed and rejected the same as claims 1 . 

With regarding to claim 12, Diaz discloses wherein the one or more border region 
include a reference marking (see col. 2, lines 35-39, broadly reads on entrance of the 
store or the shopping mall). 

Claims 13, 15 and 16 are similarly analyzed and rejected the same as claim 12. 

With regarding to claim 14, Diaz discloses wherein the step of analyzing the one 
or more border regions of the captured image comprises the step of comparing the one 
or more border regions of the capture image to one or more corresponding regions of a 
reference image (see col. 17, lines 41-59). 
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With regarding to claim 18, Diaz discloses further comprising the step of storing 
the capture image when an object has entered the area of interest (see col. 4, lines 39- 
54). 

Claim 19 similarly analyzed and rejected the same as claims 18. 

With regarding to claim 21 , Diaz discloses wherein the reference image is taken 
at a set time interval (see col. 10, lines 48-67). 

Claim 22 is similarly analyzed and rejected the same as claim 14. 

With regarding to claim 23, Diaz discloses wherein at least one comparison 
detects relatively immediate changes, and at least one comparison detects accumulated 
changes (see col. 4, lines 44-61). 

Claims 24, 26 and 1 1 are similarly analyzed and rejected the same as claim 1 . 

With regarding to claim 25, Diaz discloses wherein the image capturing devices 
are video cameras (see col. 17, lines 65-67). 

Claim 26 and 29 are similarly analyzed and rejected the same as claim 25. 

Claims 27, 28, 30, 31 and 36 are similarly analyzed and rejected the same as 
claims 1-9. 

With regarding to claim 34, Diaz discloses wherein the interior region is defined to 
include the border region (see Fig. 1, item 10). 

With regarding to claim 35, Diaz discloses wherein the interior region is defined to 
exclude the border region (see Fig. 1 , item 10). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claims 17, 20, 23, 32, 33 and 37-41 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Other Prior Art Cited 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

US Patent No. (5541585) to Duhame et al disclose security system for controlling 
building access. 

US Patent No. (6720874) to Fufido et al disclose portal intrusion detection 
apparatus and method. 

US Patent No. (5509082) to Toyama et al discloses vehicle movement measuring 
apparatus. 

US Patent No. (5296852) to Rathi disclose method and apparatus for monitoring 
traffic flow. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to YOSEF KASSA whose telephone number is (703) 306- 
5918. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 8:00 AM to 
6:30 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, BHAVESH MEHTA can be reached on (703) 308-5246. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 
273-8300 for regular communication and (571) 273-8300 for after Final 
communications. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.usDto.aov . Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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